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His leadership reached far beyond 

America, as his peace-through-strength 
approach to rebuilding our military 
and supporting missile defense, among 
other things, helped bring an end to 
communism in the former Soviet 
Union, giving freedom to millions of 
people across Eastern Europe. 

It is also very personal to my family. 
My 19-year-old special needs son, Liv-
ingston, has collected 45 Ronald 
Reagan books so far that he has in his 
office, in his room at home, and he is 
looking forward to coming to the June 
3 ceremony. It is a special event for our 
family. 

This statue will be a constant re-
minder of the hope he gave us as we 
continue to our ‘‘rendezvous with des-
tiny.’’ 
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Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I will 
continue to reserve, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE). 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
honored to be here to pay tribute to a 
man known by many and whose influ-
ence can be seen throughout the world 
today. 

During his life he was president of 
the Screen Actors Guild; he was a fan 
of FDR and his New Deal policies; he 
was a registered Democrat but became 
a registered Republican; and he was 
also a member of the media. Doesn’t 
sound like a person I normally would 
pay tribute to. 

However, he was also an Army offi-
cer, he served as 33rd Governor of the 
State of California; and almost single- 
handedly won the Cold War. He had the 
eternal sense of optimism. He summa-
rized it best in this quote: ‘‘It’s morn-
ing in America.’’ 

And today we consider the measure 
which would authorize a statue of Ron-
ald Reagan to be displayed here in this 
Capitol. It’s a fitting tribute. Ronald 
Reagan arguably is one of the most in-
fluential persons in the 20th century. 
And there’s no doubt that the world is 
a better place because Ronald Reagan 
was here. You can just ask the millions 
of people in Eastern Europe that are 
free today and have freedom because 
that wall, as he demanded, came down. 

Ronald Reagan ushered in a new era, 
‘‘Reagan Revolution,’’ as it came to be 
called, and swept across every aspect of 
America, from the executive branch to 
the legislative branch and the judicial 
branch. 

Ronald Reagan pursued policies that 
reflected his personal belief in the 
worth of the individual. He stood up for 
the little guy. He advocated small Fed-
eral government and more power to the 
people to make decisions for them-
selves and their communities. He be-
lieved in the sanctity of the Constitu-
tion, federalism, a balanced budget and 
a strong military. He established poli-
cies consistent with all of those beliefs. 

Ronald Reagan once said, ‘‘Each gen-
eration goes further than the genera-

tion preceding it because it stands on 
the shoulders of that generation.’’ That 
statement is true, and I believe our 
children and our children’s grand-
children are better off because they’re 
standing on the shoulders of this great 
American statesman. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I re-

serve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CALVERT. May I inquire of the 

gentleman if he has any speakers? 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. No, I 

don’t. 
Mr. CALVERT. I’ll give the closing 

remarks, Mr. Speaker. 
In closing, June 3 will be a great day 

here in the United States Capitol, a 
great day for our State of California, 
and certainly, I believe, a great day for 
America and for the world who appre-
ciated Ronald Reagan’s leadership. 
This was truly a remarkable American. 
So we look forward to gathering to-
gether with the former First Lady and 
with other people who will come from 
throughout the United States and 
throughout the world to pay tribute to 
this great man. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in mem-
ory of Ronald Reagan and his accomplish-
ments as our nation’s 40th president. He was 
a legendary president, skilled actor, and loving 
husband and father to his family. 

Today, we pay tribute to a great American, 
a man who deeply loved this country. In the 
midst of darkness, Reagan showed no fear— 
staring down the face of communism and ulti-
mately leading us to victory in the Cold War. 
He exhibited unprecedented leadership during 
a period in our history when our economy 
seemed bleak, our enemies surrounded us, 
and the fight against Soviet Communism 
pushed against our ideals of freedom and de-
mocracy. Even after an assassination attempt 
in 1981, Reagan quickly returned to duty with 
tremendous grace and ease, giving us a mere 
glimpse of his strength and determination to 
better our country. Known as the ‘‘Great Com-
municator,’’ Reagan had an amazing gift of 
connecting with the public, instilling us with a 
sense of pride as Americans. President 
Reagan once stated, ‘‘There is no limit to what 
a man can do or where he can go if he 
doesn’t mind who gets the credit.’’ Certainly, 
these words ring loud and true today in the 
halls of Congress, reminding us that we are 
merely servants of the American public. 

I wholeheartedly support today’s resolution 
for the acceptance of a statue of President 
Reagan to be placed in the U.S. Capitol. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask my esteemed colleagues to 
join me in supporting this resolution and in ex-
pressing our heartfelt gratitude for Ronald 
Reagan’s service to our great Nation. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to give my support to H. Con. Res. 101 that 
would forever honor America’s 40th President, 
Ronald Reagan. Both as Governor of Cali-
fornia and as our nation’s Chief Executive, 
Reagan faced domestic and international 
struggles with optimism and decorum that as-
sured us all, ‘‘It’s morning again in America.’’ 
President Reagan captured the hearts and 
minds of Americans by following in the foot-
steps of our Founding Fathers in advocating 
less government, private enterprise and a 
managed budgetary approach. 

At a time when we are unsure of our eco-
nomic future and deal precariously with the 
nations of the world, a figure of Reagan would 
serve as a simple reminder that confidence in 
our country’s potential is necessary to our suc-
cess today. President Reagan once told us, ‘‘I 
know in my heart that man is good. That what 
is right will always eventually triumph. And 
there’s purpose and worth to each and every 
life.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to show my support for 
honoring President Reagan in this way. It is a 
gesture appropriate to the legacy he left us as 
a leader and as an American. 

Mr. CALVERT. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote, and I 
yield back the balance of my time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BRADY) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 101. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ELECTRONIC DEVICE RECYCLING 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
ACT 
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 1580) to author-
ize the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to award 
grants for electronic waste reduction 
research, development, and demonstra-
tion projects, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1580 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Electronic 
Device Recycling Research and Development 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) The volume of electronic devices in the 

United States is substantial and will con-
tinue to grow. The Environmental Protec-
tion Agency estimates that over 2 billion 
computers, televisions, wireless devices, 
printers, gaming systems, and other devices 
have been sold since 1980, generating 2 mil-
lion tons of unwanted electronic devices in 
2005 alone. 

(2) Electronic devices can be recycled or re-
furbished to recover and conserve valuable 
materials, such as gold, copper, and plat-
inum. However, according to the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, only 15 to 20 per-
cent of electronic devices discarded from 
households reach recyclers. 

(3) The electronic device recycling indus-
try in the United States is growing; however, 
challenges remain for the recycling of elec-
tronic devices by households and other small 
generators. Collection of such electronic de-
vices is expensive, and separation and proper 
recycling of some of the materials recovered, 
like lead from cathode-ray tube televisions, 
is costly. 
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(4) The export of unwanted electronic de-

vices to developing countries also presents a 
serious challenge. The crude methods of 
many of the recycling operations in these 
countries can expose workers to harmful 
chemicals, jeopardizing their health and pol-
luting the environment. 

(5) Some of the challenges to increasing 
the recyclability of electronic devices can be 
addressed by improving the logistics and 
technology of the collection and recycling 
process, designing electronic devices to avoid 
the use of hazardous materials and to be 
more easily recycled, and encouraging the 
use of recycled materials in more applica-
tions. 

(6) The public currently does not take full 
advantage of existing electronic device recy-
cling opportunities. Studying factors that 
influence behavior and educating consumers 
about responsible electronic device recycling 
could help communities and private industry 
develop recycling programs that draw more 
participation. 

(7) The development of tools and tech-
nologies to increase the lifespan of elec-
tronic devices and to promote their safe 
reuse would decrease the impact of the pro-
duction of electronic devices on the environ-
ment and likely increase the recyclability of 
such devices. 

(8) Accurately assessing the environmental 
impacts of the production of electronic de-
vices and the recycling of such devices is a 
complex task. Data, tools, and methods to 
better quantify these impacts would help 
policymakers and others determine the best 
end-of-life management options for elec-
tronic devices. 
SEC. 3. ELECTRONIC DEVICE ENGINEERING RE-

SEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-
ONSTRATION PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
award multiyear grants to consortia to con-
duct research to create innovative and prac-
tical approaches to manage the environ-
mental impacts of electronic devices and, 
through the conduct of this research, to con-
tribute to the professional development of 
scientists, engineers, and technicians in the 
fields of electronic device manufacturing, de-
sign, refurbishing, and recycling. The grants 
awarded under this section shall support re-
search to— 

(1) increase the efficiency of and improve 
electronic device collection and recycling; 

(2) expand the uses and applications for 
materials recovered from electronic devices; 

(3) develop and demonstrate environ-
mentally friendly alternatives to the use of 
hazardous and potentially hazardous mate-
rials in electronic devices and the production 
of such devices; 

(4) develop methods to identify, separate, 
and remove hazardous and potentially haz-
ardous materials from electronic devices and 
to reuse, recycle, or dispose of such mate-
rials in a safe manner; 

(5) reconsider product design and assembly 
to facilitate and improve refurbishment, 
reuse, and recycling of electronic devices, in-
cluding an emphasis on design for recycling; 

(6) conduct lifecycle analyses of electronic 
devices, including developing tools and 
methods to assess the environmental im-
pacts of the production, use, and end-of-life 
management of electronic devices and elec-
tronic device components; 

(7) develop product design, tools, and tech-
niques to extend the lifecycle of electronic 
devices, including methods to promote their 
upgrade and safe reuse; and 

(8) identify the social, behavioral, and eco-
nomic barriers to recycling and reuse for 
electronic devices and develop strategies to 
increase awareness, consumer acceptance, 
and the practice of responsible recycling and 
reuse for such devices. 

(b) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants 
shall be awarded under this section on a 
merit-reviewed, competitive basis. 

(c) APPLICATIONS.—A consortium shall sub-
mit an application for a grant under this sec-
tion to the Administrator at such time, in 
such manner, and containing such informa-
tion and assurances as the Administrator 
may require. The application shall include a 
description of— 

(1) the research project that will be under-
taken by the consortium and the contribu-
tions of each of the participating entities, in-
cluding the for-profit entity; 

(2) the applicability of the project to re-
duce impediments to electronic device recy-
cling in the electronic device design, manu-
facturing, refurbishing, or recycling indus-
tries; 

(3) the potential for and feasibility of in-
corporating the research results into indus-
try practice; and 

(4) how the project will promote collabora-
tion among scientists and engineers from dif-
ferent disciplines, such as electrical engi-
neering, materials science, and social 
science. 

(d) DISSEMINATION OF RESEARCH RESULTS.— 
Research results shall be made publicly 
available through— 

(1) development of best practices or train-
ing materials for use in the electronic device 
manufacturing, design, refurbishing, or recy-
cling industries; 

(2) dissemination at conferences affiliated 
with such industries; 

(3) publication on the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency’s Web site; 

(4) demonstration projects; or 
(5) educational materials for the public 

produced in conjunction with State govern-
ments, local governments, or nonprofit orga-
nizations on problems and solutions related 
to electronic device recycling and reuse. 

(e) FUNDING CONTRIBUTION FROM FOR-PROF-
IT MEMBER OF CONSORTIUM.—The for-profit 
entity participating in the consortium shall 
contribute at least 10 percent of the total re-
search project cost, either directly or with 
in-kind contributions. 

(f) PROTECTION OF PROPRIETARY INFORMA-
TION.—The Administrator— 

(1) shall not disclose any proprietary infor-
mation or trade secrets provided by any per-
son or entity pursuant to this section; 

(2) shall ensure that, as a condition of re-
ceipt of a grant under this section, each 
member of the consortium has in place prop-
er protections to maintain proprietary infor-
mation or trade secrets contributed by other 
members of the consortium; and 

(3) if any member of the consortium 
breaches the conditions under paragraph (2) 
or discloses proprietary information or trade 
secrets, may require the return of any funds 
received under this section by such member. 

(g) BIENNIAL REPORT.—Within 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and every 
2 years thereafter, the Administrator shall 
transmit a report to Congress that pro-
vides— 

(1) a list of the grants awarded under this 
section; 

(2) the entities participating in each con-
sortium receiving a grant; 

(3) a description of the research projects 
carried out in whole or in part with funds 
made available under such a grant; 

(4) the results of such research projects; 
and 

(5) a description of the rate and success of 
the adoption or integration of such research 
results into the manufacturing processes, 
management practices, and products of the 
electronics industry. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator to carry out this section: 

(1) $18,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
(2) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
(3) $22,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 

SEC. 4. NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES RE-
PORT ON ELECTRONIC DEVICE RE-
CYCLING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In order to better recog-
nize gaps and opportunities in the research 
and training programs established in this 
Act, the Administrator shall enter into an 
arrangement with the National Academy of 
Sciences for a report, to be transmitted to 
Congress not later than 1 year after the date 
of enactment of this Act, on— 

(1) opportunities for and barriers to— 
(A) increasing the recyclability of elec-

tronic devices, specifically addressing— 
(i) recycling or safe disposal of electronic 

devices and low value materials recovered 
from such devices; 

(ii) designing electronic devices to facili-
tate reuse and recycling; and 

(iii) the reuse of electronic devices; and 
(B) making electronic devices safer and 

more environmentally friendly, specifically 
addressing reducing the use of hazardous ma-
terials and potentially hazardous materials 
in electronic devices; 

(2) the environmental and human health 
risks posed by the storage, transport, recy-
cling, and disposal of unwanted electronic 
devices; 

(3) the current status of research and 
training programs to promote the environ-
mental design of electronic devices to in-
crease the recyclability of such devices; and 

(4) any regulatory or statutory barriers 
that may prevent the adoption or implemen-
tation of best management practices or tech-
nological innovations that may arise from 
the research and training programs estab-
lished in this Act. 

(b) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The report under 
subsection (a) shall identify gaps in the cur-
rent research and training programs in ad-
dressing the opportunities, barriers, and 
risks relating to electronic device recycling, 
and the report shall recommend areas where 
additional research and development re-
sources are needed to reduce the impact of 
unwanted electronic devices on the environ-
ment. 
SEC. 5. ENGINEERING CURRICULUM DEVELOP-

MENT GRANTS. 
(a) GRANT PROGRAM.—The Administrator, 

in consultation with the Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation, shall award 
grants to institutions of higher education to 
develop curricula that incorporates the prin-
ciples of environmental design into the de-
velopment of electronic devices— 

(1) for the training of electrical, mechan-
ical, industrial, manufacturing, materials, 
and software engineers and other students at 
the undergraduate and graduate level; and 

(2) to support the continuing education of 
professionals in the electronic device manu-
facturing, design, refurbishing, or recycling 
industries. 

(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The term ‘‘institu-
tion of higher education’’, as such term is 
used with respect to eligibility to receive a 
grant under subsection (a)(2), includes any 
institution of higher education under section 
101(b) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001(b)). 

(c) OUTREACH TO MINORITY SERVING INSTI-
TUTIONS.—The Administrator shall conduct 
outreach to minority serving institutions for 
the purposes of providing information on the 
grants available under this section and how 
to apply for such grants. 

(d) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants 
shall be awarded under this section on a 
merit-reviewed, competitive basis. 

(e) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under 
this section shall be used for activities that 
enhance the ability of an institution of high-
er education to broaden the undergraduate 
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and graduate-level engineering curriculum 
or professional continuing education cur-
riculum to include environmental engineer-
ing design principles and consideration of 
product lifecycles related to electronic de-
vices and increasing the recyclability of such 
devices. Activities may include— 

(1) developing and revising curriculum to 
include multidisciplinary elements; 

(2) creating research and internship oppor-
tunities for students through partnerships 
with industry, nonprofit organizations, or 
government agencies; 

(3) creating and establishing certificate 
programs; and 

(4) developing curricula for short courses 
and continuing education for professionals in 
the environmental design of electronic de-
vices to increase the recyclability of such de-
vices. 

(f) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher 
education seeking a grant under this section 
shall submit an application to the Adminis-
trator at such time, in such manner, and 
with such information and assurances as the 
Administrator may require. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator to carry out this section: 

(1) $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
(2) $5,150,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
(3) $5,304,000 for fiscal year 2012. 

SEC. 6. ENVIRONMENTALLY FRIENDLY ALTER-
NATIVE MATERIALS PHYSICAL 
PROPERTY DATABASE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall estab-
lish an initiative to develop a comprehensive 
physical property database for environ-
mentally friendly alternative materials for 
use in electronic devices. 

(b) PRIORITIES.—The Director, working 
with the electronic device design, manufac-
turing, or recycling industries, shall develop 
a strategic plan to establish priorities and 
the physical property characterization re-
quirements for the database described in sub-
section (a). 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Administrator to carry out this section: 

(1) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2010. 
(2) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2011. 
(3) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2012. 

SEC. 7. DEFINITIONS. 
For the purposes of this Act: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 

(2) CONSORTIUM.—The term ‘‘consortium’’ 
means a grant applicant or recipient under 
section 3(a) that includes— 

(A) at least one institution of higher edu-
cation, nonprofit research institution, or 
government laboratory; and 

(B) at least one for-profit entity, including 
a manufacturer, designer, refurbisher, or re-
cycler of electronic devices or the compo-
nents of such devices. 

(3) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means 
the Director of the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology. 

(4) ELECTRONIC DEVICE.—The term ‘‘elec-
tronic device’’ may include computers, com-
puter monitors, televisions, laptops, print-
ers, wireless devices, copiers, fax machines, 
stereos, video gaming systems, and the com-
ponents of such devices. 

(5) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term ‘‘institution of higher education’’ has 
the meaning given such term in section 
101(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001(a)). 

(6) MINORITY SERVING INSTITUTION.—The 
term ‘‘minority serving institution’’ means 
an institution that is an eligible institution 
under section 371(a) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1067q(a)). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ- 
BALART) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on H.R. 
1580, the bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Today I rise in support of H.R. 1580, 
the Electronic Device Recycling, Re-
search and Development Act. This bill 
represents the first step forward on a 
large and growing problem. Every year 
Americans send millions of old cell 
phones, televisions, computers, laptops 
and other electronic devices to land-
fills. Millions more are stored in desk 
drawers and attics by consumers un-
sure of how to get rid of the old com-
puter. 

These devices are often termed as 
electronic waste, but waste is hardly 
an appropriate name for these sophisti-
cated products. Many can still be used. 
All can be recycled to recover their 
constituent materials. And as the 
Science and Technology Committee 
learned through a series of hearings, 
electronics also can contain hazardous 
materials like lead and cadmium, 
which do not belong in landfills. 

The Environmental Protection Agen-
cy reported that nearly 2 billion elec-
tronic products were sold between 1980 
and 2004. Unfortunately, of the hun-
dreds of millions of now unwanted 
products, only about 15 percent are re-
cycled. There are many hurdles to in-
creasing this percentage, such as the 
cost of collecting and processing mate-
rials and the low value or the haz-
ardous nature of many of the recover-
able materials. 

The purpose of H.R. 1580 is to meet 
these challenges through research and 
development. The areas the bill ad-
dresses were identified through two 
Science and Technology Committee 
hearings held this Congress and last, 
and reflects the considerable input 
from the electronics producers, manu-
facturers, recyclers, refurbishers and 
the environmental interest commu-
nity. 

It’s supported by a broad number of 
stakeholders, including the Consumer 
Electronics Retailers Coalition, the 
Consumer Electronics Association, the 
Institute of Scrap Recycling Indus-
tries, The Wireless Association, the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers, 
the Electronics Take Back Coalition, 
Best Buy, AT&T, the Center for Envi-
ronmental Health, Lower East Side 
Ecology Center, the Product Steward-

ship Institute, and the National Center 
for Electronics Recycling. 

I’m also pleased that this bill is the 
product of a bipartisan collaboration 
and contains the input of both Demo-
cratic and Republican members of our 
committee. 

H.R. 1580 directs the Environmental 
Protection Agency to fund the R&D 
that will enable efficient and afford-
able electronic device recycling and 
find other means of reducing the im-
pact of electronic devices on our envi-
ronment. Research can foster innova-
tion to enable more efficient recycling, 
the selection of more environmentally 
friendly materials, better ways to edu-
cate consumers about electronics recy-
cling, and methods to design products 
for easier disassembly and recycling. 

The research supported by H.R. 1580 
will also assess the environmental im-
pact of electronic products over their 
entire lifecycle. This information will 
allow electronic producers, policy-
makers and consumers to make wise 
environmental decisions. 

Specifically, the research grants au-
thorized by this bill require university 
or government-led laboratories to work 
with electronics producers, recyclers or 
related for-profit entities. The goal of 
H.R. 1580 is to ensure research that can 
be applied to this challenge as soon as 
possible. 

H.R. 1580 also authorizes the EPA, in 
consultation with the National Science 
Foundation, to fund grants that will 
give engineering students the tools and 
knowledge to incorporate environ-
mental considerations into their future 
environmental endeavors. 

Electronic devices have become in-
dispensable tools for modern living, but 
they, unfortunately, are a modern en-
vironmental problem, too. Research, 
development and innovation are a key 
component to addressing this environ-
mental challenge. And I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1508. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-

ida. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself as 
much time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 1580. I am pleased that this bill 
has been introduced and happy that our 
country will continue to be on the fore-
front of technology policy. The goals, 
frankly, of this bill are commendable 
as we struggle to limit the pollution 
and amount of waste that is being sent 
to our landfills. 

Obviously, there are a lot of issues to 
consider when we address disposal, re-
cycling and the reuse of electronic 
equipment. First, we must consider 
what technologies are appropriate for 
reuse and recycling. Obviously, another 
consideration is the proper disposal of 
hazardous waste that accompanies 
electronics. And, finally, we must bal-
ance the costs and the benefits of the 
regulatory issues when you’re dealing 
with export economies. 

Now, with each technological ad-
vance and each model replacement, we 
face the question of disposal of those 
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older products. This is a very complex 
situation which creates a vast array of 
opinions on possible solutions to the 
problems. 

Now, dealing with this problem is not 
insurmountable. With the right type of 
research and development, we can in-
stitute new ways of tracking, of sort-
ing, recycling and reusing electronics, 
and by making them less hazardous 
from the design stage, from the begin-
ning, before they’re even being built, 
allow them to do less harm when we 
dispose of them later on in life. So I 
think this legislation is a move in the 
right direction to address these con-
cerns. 

Through the committee process, Mr. 
Speaker, we’ve learned that there are a 
number of companies, many of them 
actually, that seek new uses for these 
products which obviously then reduces 
the number of them that end up in 
landfills. And I’m grateful to the chair-
man for introducing this legislation 
and also for holding hearings on this 
subject matter. 

So, again, lots of times we hear that 
legislation gets to the floor without 
going through the normal order, reg-
ular order. In this case, not only has 
that taken place, but the chairman has 
had hearings on it, and I think it’s im-
portant. 

Now, again, I endorse the concept be-
hind this bill, and I believe Congress 
should be encouraging better designs 
for electronic devices, to increase their 
life span and, obviously, to make them 
easier to recycle. 

But there are a few aspects of this 
bill that still I have some concerns 
with. One such concern comes from an 
amendment offered in committee re-
quiring that the EPA publish the re-
sults of research and development 
projects authorized by this bill on its 
Web site. And of course that sounds 
like something we should all support, 
and we should. 

But here’s the concern, that the 
copyright protections of the research 
published on the Web site may not be 
preserved. We should ensure that this 
is addressed prior to the bill finally 
being enacted into law. And I look for-
ward to continuing to work with the 
chairman. 

Additionally, it was unclear from the 
bill’s language whether, if there’s more 
than one for-profit entity included in a 
consortium whether the total contribu-
tion from all for-profit entities is to be 
at least 10 percent, or if each for-profit 
member is to contribute at least 10 per-
cent. It’s not clear. So I appreciate the 
efforts of the chairman to clarify this 
in report language, and I hope that he 
would be willing to modify the legisla-
tive language itself, if necessary, to en-
sure that these issues are addressed. 
And, again, the chairman, I know, also 
has the same concerns because he’s ad-
dressed it. But I think we need to ad-
dress it a little bit further. 

I believe this bill takes steps towards 
addressing a very important issue. And 
I hope that this bill, as it moves for-

ward, will continue to be tweaked a lit-
tle bit to make sure that it’s even bet-
ter. 

So, again, I hope that we can get the 
best possible bill, the best possible leg-
islation out of this. I commend the 
chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remaining 
part of my time. 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, let me first thank my friend 
from Florida for his constructive ad-
vice. I think most of his concerns have 
been addressed in report language. But 
this is a continuing product. We want 
to get the best that we can. And we 
want to work with you and your com-
patriots as we go through the whole 
process. This is an important bill and a 
good bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield such time 
as he may consume to my friend from 
California (Mr. THOMPSON). Mr. THOMP-
SON is the cochair of the Working 
Group on Electronic Waste, but more 
importantly, really is the leader in 
Congress on this issue. He has been a 
longtime advocate and we welcome his 
time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, for your kind 
words and for recognizing me on this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker and Members, I’m here 
today to speak in strong support of this 
measure, H.R. 1580. As the chairman 
noted, I’ve been involved in this sub-
ject of electronic waste or e-waste 
since I first came to Congress. And I 
want to applaud the chairman and the 
Science Committee’s work and their 
interest on this very, very important 
issue. Chairman GORDON has been a 
strong leader on e-waste issues and has 
helped to move this issue forward. 

b 1200 

Electronic product technology is 
moving at a very, very fast pace, but at 
the same time, it’s creating an ever- 
growing environmental and waste dis-
posal problem. That’s because it’s often 
cheaper or sometimes cooler to buy a 
new PC or a new cell phone than to up-
grade an old one. Today, the average 
life span of a computer is only 2 years, 
and Americans are disposing of 3,000 
tons of computers every day. These dis-
carded items, more often than not, 
wind up in landfills in developing coun-
tries where the waste is a terrible envi-
ronmental problem. 

A recent GAO study found that most 
e-waste exported from the U.S. is dis-
mantled under unsafe conditions, often 
by children, using methods like open- 
air incineration and acid baths to ex-
tract component metals. This puts peo-
ple at risk and makes e-waste a moral 
issue, a moral hazard as well. 

The bill we are considering today will 
achieve two important and necessary 
goals. First, it will establish grant pro-
grams to fund studies to evaluate how 
to make electronic equipment easier to 
recycle on the front end. Second, it will 
train our Nation’s engineering students 
in ‘‘green design.’’ This important leg-

islation will lay an important piece of 
the foundation for comprehensive e- 
waste legislation in the future. Truly, 
an ounce of prevention is worth a 
pound of cure. If obsolete computers 
and other such items can be diverted 
from the waste stream at the outset, 
half of our battle will already have 
been won. 

Again, I thank the chairman and the 
committee for their good work. I urge 
swift passage of this measure. 

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. If I may inquire, Mr. Speaker, of 
the chairman if he has further speak-
ers. 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. We have 
no further speakers. 

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. At this time then, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Let me 
just conclude, Mr. Speaker, by saying 
this is a good bipartisan bill, and I 
thank Mr. THOMPSON for his support. 
As I say, he has been a leader on this 
issue. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 1580. 

Many of us, whether at home or in our of-
fices, have leftover electronics that eventually 
find their way to a dark closet corner or base-
ment. 

If I took a poll of Members here, everyone 
would raise a hand to having an old computer, 
several old cell phones, and at least one old 
television. For those of us with children and 
grandchildren, that list probably grows to in-
clude first generation Nintendos, Gameboys, 
and Mp3 players. 

Those of us that keep old electronics prob-
ably plan to give them away. Or, we buy the 
latest, most updated gadget without thinking of 
what to do with the old. We want to dump or 
donate the old PC, but we worry about what 
personal information may still be on its hard 
drive. 

H.R. 1580 takes the first step to address all 
of those issues, and study the prospects and 
concerns for abandoned electronics and their 
components stream. 

As we heard at our February 11th hearing, 
coordinated research and education efforts are 
needed to address disposal, product design, 
and in general, raise awareness of what op-
portunities consumers have to recycle un-used 
or what they consider ‘‘obsolete’’ equipment. 

A witness at that hearing, and constituent of 
mine, is one of the first certified Microsoft re-
furbishers in the country. Thanks to his hard 
work, forty thousand computers have been re-
furbished and distributed to schools, non-prof-
its, and homes of at-risk children throughout 
the Chicago area. 

With the right research and development, 
and more business models like my constitu-
ent’s, electronics recycling and refurbishment 
can be an integral part of our communities, 
decrease waste in our landfills, and offer 
budget-friendly alternatives for consumers. It is 
important to note that every dollar spent on re-
furbishment stays in the U.S.; every dollar 
spent on new products may not. 

I would like to thank Chairman GORDON for 
working with the members of the committee to 
improve H.R. 1580. Thanks to his cooperation, 
we were able to include an important change 
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from the term ‘‘waste’’ to ‘‘device’’ in the un-
derlying text. Doing so sets a tone of reuse in-
stead of disposal and lessens the opportunity 
for regulatory or legal hurdles to stall the refur-
bishing and recycling process that we are try-
ing to promote. 

If we can institute new ways of tracking, 
sorting, recycling, and reusing electronics and 
make them less hazardous from the design 
stage, we can allow them to do less harm in 
the disposal stage. I think this legislation is a 
move in the right direction to address these 
concerns. 

Although I endorse the concept behind H.R. 
1580 and believe Congress should be encour-
aging better designs for electronic devices to 
increase their life-span and make them easier 
to recycle, there are aspects of this bill that 
concern me. 

One such concern comes from an amend-
ment offered in Committee requiring the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to publish the re-
sults of research and development projects 
authorized by this bill on its website. The con-
cern here is that the copyright protections of 
the research published on the website may 
not be preserved. We should ensure this is 
addressed prior to this bill being enacted into 
law. 

Additionally, it is unclear from the bill lan-
guage whether if there is more than one for- 
profit entity included in a consortium whether 
the total contribution from all for-profit entities 
is to be at least ten (10) percent, or if each 
for-profit member is to contribute at least ten 
(10) percent. I appreciate the efforts of the 
Chairman to clarify this in report language and 
hope that he would be willing to modify the 
legislative language, if necessary, to ensure 
this issue is addressed. 

I believe this bill takes steps toward ad-
dressing a very important issue and I hope 
that moving forward we will continue to work 
together to ensure we produce the best law 
possible. 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAS-
TOR of Arizona). The question is on the 
motion offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 1580, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A bill to authorize the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy to award grants for electronic de-
vice recycling research, development, 
and demonstration projects, and for 
other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GREEN ENERGY EDUCATION ACT 
OF 2009 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 957) to authorize 
higher education curriculum develop-
ment and graduate training in ad-
vanced energy and green building tech-
nologies. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 957 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Green En-
ergy Education Act of 2009’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITION. 

For the purposes of this Act: 
(1) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means 

the Director of the National Science Founda-
tion. 

(2) HIGH PERFORMANCE BUILDING.—The term 
‘‘high performance building’’ has the mean-
ing given that term in section 914(a) of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16194(a)). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. 3. GRADUATE TRAINING IN ENERGY RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) FUNDING.—In carrying out research, de-

velopment, demonstration, and commercial 
application activities authorized for the De-
partment of Energy, the Secretary may con-
tribute funds to the National Science Foun-
dation for the Integrative Graduate Edu-
cation and Research Traineeship program to 
support projects that enable graduate edu-
cation related to such activities. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Director shall con-
sult with the Secretary when preparing so-
licitations and awarding grants for projects 
described in subsection (a). 
SEC. 4. CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT FOR HIGH 

PERFORMANCE BUILDING DESIGN. 
(a) FUNDING.—In carrying out advanced en-

ergy technology research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application ac-
tivities authorized for the Department of En-
ergy related to high performance buildings, 
the Secretary may contribute funds to cur-
riculum development activities at the Na-
tional Science Foundation for the purpose of 
improving undergraduate or graduate inter-
disciplinary engineering and architecture 
education related to the design and construc-
tion of high performance buildings, including 
development of curricula, of laboratory ac-
tivities, of training practicums, or of design 
projects. A primary goal of curriculum de-
velopment activities supported under this 
section shall be to improve the ability of en-
gineers, architects, landscape architects, and 
planners to work together on the incorpora-
tion of advanced energy technologies during 
the design and construction of high perform-
ance buildings. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Director shall con-
sult with the Secretary when preparing so-
licitations and awarding grants for projects 
described in subsection (a). 

(c) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants with re-
spect to which the Secretary has contributed 
funds under this section, the Director shall 
give priority to applications from depart-
ments, programs, or centers of a school of 
engineering that are partnered with schools, 
departments, or programs of design, archi-
tecture, landscape architecture, and city, re-
gional, or urban planning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ- 
BALART) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-

rial on H.R. 957, the bill now under con-
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Today, I rise in support of H.R. 957, 
the Green Energy Education Act of 
2009. First, I would like to thank Mr. 
MCCAUL for his leadership on this legis-
lation. This bill authorizes the Depart-
ment of Energy to contribute funds to 
the National Science Foundation’s suc-
cessful Integrative Graduate Education 
and Research Traineeship program, 
known as IGERT. IGERT awards pre-
pare doctoral students by integrating 
research and education in innovative 
ways that are tailored to the unique re-
quirements of newly emerging inter-
disciplinary fields and new career op-
tions. 

This bill also authorizes the Depart-
ment of Energy’s high-performance 
building technology programs to con-
tribute to the National Science Foun-
dation’s ongoing curriculum develop-
ment activities with the goal of im-
proving the ability of engineers and ar-
chitects to design and construct high- 
performance buildings. 

In summary, this bill addresses a 
critical need to provide resources to 
universities to update their curricula 
and research efforts in alternative en-
ergy and high-performance buildings, 
and it improves the coordination be-
tween the Department of Energy and 
the National Science Foundation in 
achieving this goal. 

I am pleased to support H.R. 957, the 
Green Energy Education Act of 2009. 
Once again, I want to commend Mr. 
MCCAUL for this important legislation, 
and I urge my colleagues to support it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-

ida. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to sup-
port H.R. 957, and I yield myself as 
much time as I might consume. 

I also urge my colleagues to support 
this bill, H.R. 957, the Green Energy 
Education Act of 2009, introduced by 
my distinguished colleague, Mr. 
MCCAUL of Texas. 

This is a good piece of legislation 
that, by the way, passed in the 110th 
Congress, but the Senate did not take 
it up before adjournment. Simply put, 
this measure encourages the Depart-
ment of Energy to work with the Na-
tional Science Foundation to help de-
velop the next generation of engineers 
and architects to work effectively to-
gether to produce buildings that incor-
porate the latest in energy-efficient 
technologies. 

Oftentimes, energy-efficient build-
ings are not being constructed, not be-
cause building professionals don’t want 
to do it or think it’s a bad idea, but 
primarily because they just don’t even 
know or are not aware of all of the 
technology that’s available, so this 
measure is intended to close that gap. 
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